
STATE OF KANSAS 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT 
Forbes Field 

Mike Hayden, Governor 

June 28, 1988 

Mr. Robert Baird 
Environmental Engineer 
GM-CPC Fairfax II Plant 
3201 Fairfax Trafficway 
P.O. Box 15278 
Kansas City, Kansas 66115-1307 

Topeka, Kansas 66620-0001 
Phone (913) 296-1500 

Re: Closure Certification at GM-CPC Fairfax I Plant 
EPA I.D. Number KSD007145899 

Dear Mr. Baird: 

RECEIVED 

JUL 011988 

Stanley C. Grant, Ph.D., Secretary 
Gary K. Hulett, Ph.D., Under Secretary 

We have reviewed the closure certification report submitted by General Motors 
on May 18, 1988 and have found several sections to be in need of additional 
information. These sections are listed below according to how they appeared in 
the report. 

Section 3.0 - Closure Activities 

General Motors CPC Fairfax I Plant needs to submit manifests and/or provide a 
description of the management and disposal practices used for the following 
wastes generated during closure: 

1. Drums of waste and pallets disposed of iiTITiediately prior to the actual 
cleaning activities of March 25, 1988. 

2. Residues collected when sweeping the drum storage area. 

3. Sludges and residues resulting from steam-cleaning activities and clean
out of three drains (sumps). 

4. Equipment and protective clothing not decontaminated at the end of 
closure activities. 
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• 
Section 4.0 - Site Investigation 

The concrete core background sample should be taken from concrete paving in the 
vicinity of, but not inside, the storage area. Please collect an appropriate 
background sample of the concrete and submit results of its analysis to KDHE. 

Section 5.0 - Site Investigation Results 

1. Only one background soil sample was collected and it was obtained at a 
depth of 5 feet. As soil samples were also collected and analyzed from a 
depth of 10 feet, a background soil sample should be collected at this 
depth for comparison with these samples. A facility map showing the 
location(s) of both background samples needs to be submitted to verify 
that the point(s) of sample collection is representative of "background". 

2. There is a discrepancy in the detection limits used for voc•s in the soil 
samples. Page 5-3, final paragraph, reports that a detection limit of 
500 mg/kg was used for volatile organics. This does not agree with page 
5-11 or the Langston Laboratory results which show a detection limit of 
either 500 ug/kg ·or 1000 ug/kg. Which is the correct unit for the 
detection limit used? 

Please submit the requested information by August 2, 1988. We cannot render a 
decision on the acceptability of the facility s closure until these items are 
received and reviewed. 

If you have any questions concerning this letter please call me at (913) 296-
1612. 

Sincerely, 

Brenda Clark 
Environmental Engineer 
Hazardous Waste Section 
Bureau of Waste Management 

c J;tm Fischer 
1/Qes Bartley 


